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That report 


Elsewhere in this issue, we have devo- 
ted an article to an analysis of the Report 
‘of the Franks Committee on the causes of 
the war in the Falklands. 
comment is in order. 

We have described the Report as a 
whitewash. It must be so described because 
nowhere in it is there a damning indict- 
ment of the Government couched in lang- 
uage appropriate to the magnitude of, the 
Government's record of ineptitude and folly 
over the Falklands up to the time of, and 
even in some respects after, the dispatch of 
the Task Force. 


One thing, however, must be said. If 


the small print of the Report is read in its 
entirity, it will be seen that it certainly 
does not ‘exonerate’ the Government as 
the Tory press has been so eager to claim. 

Undoubtedly the most crucial and 
damning lines in the Report are those which 
deal with the Government's apparent lack 


Here a brief 


No-one indicted 


of commitment to the Falklands implicit in 
its willingness to negotiate with the Argen- 
tines over their future. To quote the Rep- 
ort: “They (the negotiations) were seen by 
Argentina as evidence of a decreasing Brit- 
ish commitment to the islands, however 
strongly that commitment was publicly ass- 


erted. 


= Where the Report falls so appallingly 
short of what was required of it is in its 
failure to deduce from these words the con- 
clusions that should be deduced from them. 
Instead of being tucked away inconspic- 
uously in the middle of the Report and 
phrased in the polite way that we have 
quoted, they should have been given prior 
place of importance and presented in terms 
which left no doubt as to the enormity of 
the Government's guilt over the matter of 
negotiations. | 

The whitewash, in other words, consists 
not so much in what was said or not said 
but in how things were said. From a read- 


ing of Franks, the willingness of the Gov- 


ernment to discuss the future of a British 
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possession with a foreign power was one of 
those matters of detail which, in retrospect, 
might now seem to have been inadvisable; 
in fact it was the principal fault of Govern- 
ment policy, besides which all other errors 
of omission or commission fade into insig- 
nificance. 

As we know, the Government was still 
yapping on about the desirability of ‘negot- 
iation after the Falklands had been in- 
vaded and in that regard flying various 
kites in the way of schemes that amounted 
to at least a partial, if not a complete, 
acceptance of the Argentine claim over the 
islands. 

The Franks Report has seen fit to con- 
demn none of this as it should be con- 
demned, and for that reason the Report 
must be regarded as having failed in its 
most basic requirement. : 


Farce 


There is something of the element of 
farce in the Peter Tatchell affair. Tat- 
chell, to remind our readers, is the cand- 
idate adopted by the Labour Constituency 
Party of Bermondsey to contest the seat 
made vacant by retiring Labour MP Bob 
Mellish. This has not pleased the party 
leadership, which objects to Tatchell on 
the grounds that he has made statements to. 


the effect that action within Parliament to 


change things in Britain is not adequate and. 
that “extra-parliamentary action” will be. 
required. 

The pomposity of these fossilised crea- 
tures of Westminster is really laughable. 
Do they really regard Parliament as such a 
sacred institution and do they really live in 
such a world of make-believe that they 
imagine Parliament to be the place where. 


the great questions of political power and 
policy are decided? 


And is Mr. Foot going to try to kid us 


that there are not others among his party 


henchmen who have made statements in 
support of “extra-parliamentary action” 
just as blatant as any made by Tatchell? 

We are quite sure that the objectives 
Mr. Tatchell has in mind when he speaks 
of “extra-parliamentary action” are very 
different to the kind of objectives that we 
hold desirable. That, however, does not 
make “extra-parliamentary action” wrong 
in itself. 

Perhaps though all this is pure froth. 
Perhaps there are other aspects of Mr. Tat- 
chell’s personality and life-style that the 
Labour hierarchy is much more worried 
about but prefers not to make a song and 
dance over because it might cause an even 
bigger split in the Labour Party than the 
one that already exists. Tatchell is known 
to be a keen campaigner for “Gay Lib’ and 
one glance at his photograph makes it clear 
why. Now of course ‘Gay Lib’ is a cause 


just loved by all good Socialists and prog-. 
ressive people but it is one the great bene- . 


fits of which still have not yet made them- 
selves apparent to a large portion of the 
British working class upon whose votes Lab- 
our relies for survival — the.type of people, 
for instance, that probably make up -the 
majority of the electorate of Bermondsey. 
Mr. Foot and his colleagues therefore 
find themselves perhaps in a dilemma. 
They realise that, for reasons so far not 
made public, Tatchell could be an elect- 
oral liability. Yet if they oppose his can- 
didature for those reasons they will offend 
an awful lot of the party faithful and 


: PETER 
TATCHELL 

: Would you vote 

$ for this man? 


indeed transgress one of the foremost prin- 


ciples for which the party stands, the prin- - 


ciple (for what it is worth) of sexual free- 
dom. 

Could it be therefore that all the hoo 
ha about Tatchell’s alleged lack of comm- 
itment to parliamentary institutions is just 
regarded as the most convenient pretect on 
which to oppose his adoption? 


‘Democratisation’ 

January 30th, we were reminded with a 
great blare of publicity, marked the 50th 
anniversary of the assumption of power in 
Germany by Hitler and the Nazis. The 
occasion was deemed appropriate’ by the 
media to take a peep into post-war Germ- 
any to see how the Germans thought about 
things today and to see to what extent the 
country has been ‘denazified’. if 

One TV programme was interesting, as 
it featured how officialdom in the Amer- 


ican zone of occupation after 1945 had set- 


about with great zeal training the natives 
in the arts of ‘democracy’. 

One shot illustrating this process was of 
Germans being forced >.yes, forced, mark 
you — to visit a recently closed concen- 
tration camp and file past a collection of 
corpses of people who had allegedly been 
done to death by the Nazis. No-one was 


spared the gruesome exercise — men, 
women, old folk; they were all there, 
conscripted, as it were, for the day to 


undergo the revolting experience. ‘They 
had no say inthe matter; they had to att- 


end. 

There is no record — and had it happ- 
ened there surely would have been — of the 
Nazis, on their assumption of power in Ger- 
many, rounding up members of the public 
and subjecting them to the ordeal of being 
compelled to focus their eyes on the dead 
bodies of NSDAP members killed, as many 
were, in acts of terrorism by the Commun- 
ists. It would seem that in this field of 
coercion of the individual by the state Hit- 
ler’s people were some steps behind the 
crusaders for ‘democracy’, ‘freedom’, etc. 

In another shot we saw pro-Nazi books 
being thrown onto a large heap, presumably 


as a prelude to their being destroyed — by 


burning perhaps? But wait a minute! Wasn't 
this supposed to be one of the most fiendish 
practices of the Third Reich itself — the 
burning of the books — the suppression of 
all thought that was not the approved 
thought of the ruling powers? We don’t get 
it — weren't we told that the allied forces 
were supposed to be bringing ‘democracy’ 
to Germany? 

In another part of the programme we 
were told about one ‘denazifying’ process 
that backfired: the banning of people from 
certain sensitive jobs because they had pre- 
viously been members of Hitler's party. Of 
course time proved that this was quite an 
impossible rule to uphold everywhere, as it 
meant that there would be a hopeless short- 
age of the professional skills needed to 
rebuild the country, shattered as it was by 
the war. The rule was in due course modi- 
fied but not abolished entirely, and there 
exists to this day a Federal German law 
known as berufsverbot, which bans from a 
number of occupations people known to be 
supporters of ‘totalitarian’ political groups. 
That such a law is itself totalitarian seems 
to be forgotten. | 

Again all this seems mystifying. Just 
how does it square with the ‘democracy’ 
which the Germans are now supposed to 


BURNING OF THE BOOKS 1933 
After the war the victors did exactly the 
same thing in the name of ‘democracy’ 


have after being ‘liberated’ from Hitler and 
Co.? How does it accord with the process 
of ‘democratisdtion’ that was supposed to 
have been carried out in Germany after the 
war ended? 

It seems as if more and more people are 
asking these questions, and that must trouble 
those whose job it is to answer them. 


New priority 


The undermining of Britain’s police 
continues, despite the fact that we-are sup- 
posed to have a ‘right-wing’ Government. 
According to the monthly magazine of the 
Police Federation, a great many police are 
unhappy about the latest moves to ‘soften’ 
the method of many police operations, par- 
ticularly where these involve contact with 
racial minority groups or certain categories 
of political organisation (not including Nat- 
ionalists). 

For instance, in December police in 
Tottenham were frustrated in an attempt to 
catch a gang of thieves because of an order 
received from: a superior officer .who con- 
sidered that an arrest might provoke a rac- 
ial incident. 

The Federation magazine also mentions 
that during the recent anti-nuclear demon- 
stration at Greenham Common police whose 
tolerance was being stretched to the limit 
were uncertain what action to take because 
of ‘softly, softly’ tactics thatthey had been 
instructed to employ. 

According to the Federation magazine, 
a new rule has now become established asa 
guide to all police operations. It is that the 
primary object in all those operations is 
the maintenance of ‘public tranquility’ , 
and where police action might risk disturb- 
ing ‘public tranquility’ it should be. 
avoided. 

This is indeed a revelation and an app- 
alling one. All of us in Britain have been 
brought up to believe that the first priority 
in all policing is to uphold the law. If this 
can be done peacefully so much the better, 
but it must be done by one means or 
another, otherwise anarchy rules. 

Now, it seems, the principle of uphol- 
ding the law is to be downgraded in favour 
of maintaining ‘public tranquility’. Stated 
in plain language, this means that if any 
group of people is vicious enough and 
violent enough and is likely to give the 
police a lot of trouble if apprehended or 
required to conform to the laws of this 
country, it should be left alone irrespective 
of whether it is in breach of the law of not.. 

_ Why this change in the rules? Accord- 
ing to the Federation magazine, major op- 
eřational decisions involving the police are 
now being dictated by “political consider- 
ations.” 

What political considerations? We think 
we are entitled to know. 
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Franks Reporta 
whitewash 


WHEN IT WAS ANNOUNCED that a com- 
mittee headed by Lord Franks was to stage 
an ‘independent’ enquiry into the causes of 
the Falklands invasion by Argentina last 
April and to publish a report on its findings, 
the outcome was fairly predictable from the 
beginning. While there would be some polite 
criticism over some details of the Govern- 
ment’s handling of the affair — a criticism 
which reflected more upon specific individual 
officials than upon general Government 
policy — the overall verdict would be a 
whitewash. So it has proved. 

The Franks Committee consisted of 
people with impeccable 
credentials. By this we do not mean that 
they were all of a single party persuasion but 
that they were men whose minds were cast 
in the standard liberal-internationalist mould. 
As such, they could not have been expected 
to grasp the essential truth which dominated 
the whole Falklands issue, that it is the duty 
of a British Government to defend British 
people and British territory wherever they 


are under threat and that this duty should | 


override all considerations of international 
diplomacy and polite intercourse between 
nations. 


OVERWHELMING RESPONSIBILITY 


Were this truth to have been grasped, 
the Committee would have recognised that 
successive British governments over the past 
two decades, and the present Government in 
particular, bore an overwhelming respon- 
sibility for ‘the Argentine invasion of the 
Falklands because of the total lack of 
resolution they showed on behalf of the 


islands in all the exchanges with Argentina 


which took place during that time. 

The actual invasion of the Falklands, 
when it took place, “could not have been 
foreseen.” So said the Committee in its 
report, and to back up this conclusion the 
Committee entered into a detailed analysis 
of Argentine movements prior to the 
invasion, both on the military and the diplo- 
matic level. True, it was known sometime 
before the event that a substantial Argentine 
force was at sea, the report acknowledged, 
but there was no reason to believe that this 
was for any other purpose than the annual 
naval exercises which customarily took place 
at about that time of the year. In fact, said 
the report, the decision to invade was 
probably not given until at least March 31st 
and possibly as late as April Ist, the latter 
date being confirmed as the actual one by 
the then Argentine Foreign Secretary, Dr. 
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‘establishment’ : 


Costa Mendez. The report went on to acknow- 
ledge that there were numerous indications 
before this time that such an invasion was a 
strong possibility, but for the fact that these 
indications did not result in an atmosphere 
of greater urgency in Whitehall it preferred 
to blame the lack of co-ordination among 
our intelligence services, as well as mis- 
calculations by Foreign Office officials, 
rather than complacency in Government 
itself. For example, said the report, there was 
evidence that the Argentine Government had 
set a timescale for a solution to the Falklands 
issue by January 1983, a time which co- 
incided with the 150th anniversary of the 
British assumption of sovereignty over the 
islands. In this event, thought the Foreign 
Office, it was likely that there would be a 


GALTIERI | 
Led to believe Britain would not fight 


further escalation of diplomatic pressures on 
Britain before any military action was taken, 
and that therefore the latter was unlikely 
before the second part of 1982 at the very 
earliest. 

The report acknowledged that here 
“sufficient allowance was not made for the 
possibility of Argentina’s military Govern- 
ment, subject to internal political and 
economic pressures, acting unpredictably if 
at any time they became frustrated at the 
course of negotiations.” An intelligence 
assessment in July 1981 had warned of this, 


Falklands enquiry 
glosses over role of 


appeasement in 
causing war, says 
JOHN TYNDALL 


but that assessment had not impressed itself 
sufficiently upon Whitehall to influence 
Government policy. 

The report underlined its assertion that 
Argentine military action could not have 
been foreseen in advance by an analysis of > 
the sources of information available to the 
British Defence Attache in Buenos Aires, 
and its conclusion from this was that the 
Attache and his department did not have the 
means to make an accurate survey of military 
movements in that part of Argentina from 
which a Falklands invasion force would be 
dispatched. ce 

All this is as maybe, but, as the Com- 
mittee itself recognised, there was much 
more to it than that. Could the British 
Government have offered beforehand a 
stronger deterrent to the Argentines by more 
forceful. diplomacy backed up by a more 
positive display of force? A part of the report _ 
is given to examination of this question and 
its conclusions are that ‘“‘Britain’s room for 
policy manoeuvre was limited.” 


BENDING OVER BACKWARDS 


Why limited? The report makes it 
abundantly clear why, while doing so in 


> tones much more in defence than condem- 


nation of the Government. The Government 
was obviously bending over backwards not 
to offend the Argentines by any gesture that 
might have been considered ‘provocative’. 
An example of this was provided by its 
reaction to the totally unauthorised landing 
on the nearby dependency of South Georgia 
by a crowd of scrap merchants from the 
Argentine headed by a gentleman with the 
rather un-Latin name of Davidoff. Though 
the Franks Committee has not accepted this, 
there is not the slightest doubt that that 
landing was arranged by the Argentine . 
Government to test British nerve and reso- 
lution. Britain did not come through the test 
very convincingly. Though HMS Endurance 
was ordered to sail to South Georgia, the 
British Government, in the words of the 
Committee, ‘went to great lengths:to avoid 
exacerbating the situation and made every 
effort to offer constructive ways of enabling 
the Argentine party to regularise its position.” 
These, says the report, were all rejected by 
the Argentine Government — no doubt by 
now completely contemptuous of the British 
in their display of appeasement. What 


Contd. on next page 


Britain of course should have done immedi- 
ately the South Georgia landing was known 
was send a much larger force to the area and 
issue a curt communique to the Argentine 
Government informing it that this force 
would be used to remove the unauthorised 
occupants of South Georgia by all necessary 


means. But the Franks Committee, in con-. 


sidering such action, apparently accepts 
Lord Carrington’s judgement that such a 
deployment “‘was likely to carry too great a 
tisk of becoming known at a time when the 
Government were concerned to avoid any 
action that might have appeared provocative.” 
Appeasement again — and appeasement which 
evidently the Franks Committee approves. 

The reason for this approval is explained 
in the report. Provocation of the Argentines 
could have resulted in “escalatory action by 
Argentina against the Falkland islands them- 
selves, which the Government had no means 
of resisting effectively.” 

This of course was nonsense, as the 
subsequent successful action to retake the 
Falklands proved. It is indeed true that the 
British Government could not at this stage 
have-taken action which could have physically 
prevented the Argentine occupation of the 
Falklands if the Argentines were absolutely 
determined upon it. But how determined on 
it were they? From recent information that 
we have received from Argentina, not deter- 
mined enough to invade had they been 
convinced that Britain would fight to retake 
the islands if they invaded. In fact they were 
not convinced of Britain’s willingness to 
fight but were convinced to the contrary, as 
no less a person than ex-President Galtieri 
has admitted. The ex-President in interviews 
and in a book has frankly stated that he 
never expected the British to fight and 
would not have given the order to invade 
had he done so. Thus can be seen that it was 
the British Government’s failure to com- 
municate to the Argentine Government 
with sufficient force of conviction that 
Britain would fight for the Falklands and 
would use all means necessary to retake the 
islands if the Argentines occupied them that 


CARRINGTON 
Architect of appeasement policy 


éventually necessitated our doing just that — 


and sustaining a thousand casualties in the 


process. These casualties, and the vast 
expense of the whole operation to regain the 
Falklands, could have been saved had the 
message of our determination to fight for 
what was ours got home to Galtieri and Co. 
According to Franks, the fact that it did 
not was not the Government’s fault, and it 
cites in support of this a number of declar- 
ations of Britain’s intentions. One was made 
by Mr. Richard Luce in the House of 
Commons on the 23rd March, when he said 
that it was “‘the duty of this Government... 
to defend and support the islands to the best 
of its ability.’ Another was made by the 
British Ambassador in Buenos Aires two 
days later when he warned Dr. Costa Mendez 
that Britain “was committed to the defence 
of its sovereignty in South Georgia as else- 
where.” In addition to these warnings, the 
Prime Minister contacted President Reagan 
on March 31st and asked him to make it 
clear to the Argentine Government that 
Britain 
against the Falkland Islands.” 


NOT TAKEN SERIOUSLY 


But, as we know, these messages were 
simply not taken seriously. Why they were 
not taken seriously can be seen from a 
glance at~ the whole record of previous 
British negotiations with the Argentine over 
the Falklands, indeed from the very fact that 
Britain had been prepared to negotiate at all. 
The Franks Report goes into some detail in 
its mention of these negotiations and it 
acknowledges their effect when it says that 
“they were seen by Argentina as evidence of 
a decreasing British commitment to the 
defence of the islands, however strongly that 
commitment was publicly asserted.” 

Exactly, and is that not the most 
damning indictment of British Government 
policy over the Falklands? By continual 
weakness, appeasement and dither, the 
present Government and its predecessors 
convinced the Argentines that in no circum- 
stances would Britain send a substantial 
force nearly 8,000 miles across the world to 
repossess the Falklands if the Argentines 
actually got possession of them. It would 
utter a few feeble protests, yes. It would 
perhaps apply some token economic 
sanctions of its own against Argentina. It 
would raise a shindig in the chambers of the 
United Nations. It might even go through 
the motions of ordering a stand-by on the 
part of its forces in the hope that this would 
get the Argentines to withdraw. But it would 
not employ the full force necessary to retake 
the islands. That was the conviction of the 
Argentine Government, and it was a 
conviction that every previous statement, 
gesture and action by Britain had justified. 

Not only was Argentina justified in 
believing that this was Britain’s attitude, it 
most probably was Britain’s attitude right up 
to, and even for some time after, April 2nd. 


“could not acquiesce in action 


THATCHER 
Saw electoral opportunity 


This was borne out by the frantic efforts 
that our Government continued to make to 
solve the matter by diplomatic means even 
after the Argentines had taken the islands by 
force — efforts which went so far as 
practically offering the Argentines long-term 


sovereignty over the Falklands if only they 


would be good boys and withdraw ‘their 
forces from the islands for the present. 

What changed the mind of the British 
Government, and convinced it into doing 
what it should have been ready to do from 
the outset of the whole affair, was the 
pressure of public opinion within Britain 
itself as it built up following the news that 
Argentina had invaded the Falklands. In the 
great tide of national anger that welled up 
during those two or three weeks, the Govern- 
ment suddenly saw things in terms of its 
own political survival. If it allowed the 
Argentines to get away with it, it was virtually 
certain to lose the next election; if, on the 
other hand, it at last showed firmness, a 
firmness that had been abysmally lacking 
thus far, this could well become the factor 
that would bring it victory in the next 
election — a victory that up till then had 
seemed highly improbable on the evidence 
of its performance since taking office in 
May 1979. 


FUNDAMENTALS OF POLICY 
NOT CHALLENGED 


None of this of course has been thought 
to warrant mention in the Franks Report. It 
was not likely that it ever would. As indicated 
earlier, the members of the Franks Com- 
mittee belonged to a basically establishment 
pedigree; they knew what was required of 
them from the start. It was that they should 
confine themselves to nit-picking over the 
details of the Falklands affair and above all 
to satisfy the demand, whenever anything 
goes wrong in Britain, that there should be a 
committee of enquiry set up to investigate 


Contd. overleaf 


Page five 


FRANKS REPORT A WHITEWASH. 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


and report on it. Their brief never extended 
to challenging the fundamentals of British 
foreign policy which governed our approach 
to the whole issue, but of course it is those 
very fundamentals that must be challenged if 
the Falklands episode is to be seen in proper 
perspective. 

Sometimes though a glimmer of light 
can come even from the establishment. The 
Daily Telegraph, an establishment paper if 
ever there was one, got close to the truth 
when it said in its leader column following 
the publication of the Franks Report:— 


“Instead of either defending the islands or 
arranging to give them away, successive govern- 
ments twisted and turned. They spoke of “‘the 
wishes of the islanders” while trying constantly 
to alter those wishes; and when they brought 
proposals to Parliament, as Mr. Nicholad Ridley 
was the last Minister to do, they retired defeated 
yet undeflected by the attacks of MPs who 
wished the islands to remain British. Lord 
Franks records that when negotiations with 


Argentina deadlocked in 1981, and Falkland 
and public opinion seemed firm against what 
the Foreign Office wanted, Government policy 
towards the Falklands effectively céased to 
‘exist. In September Lord Carrington wrote that 
there was ‘little we can do beyond trying to 
keep some sort of negotiation going,’ thus dis- 
playing a mystical belief in negotiation as some- 
thing which can go on when there is nothing to 
be bargained and therefore nothing to be 
discussed. j 

“From this refusal to look at reality arose all 


other mistakes. Proper defence of the Falklands 
was held to be ‘provocative’, and the fact that 
Britain appeared so ready to appease itself 
reduced the power of what small deterrents she 
maintained. 

“ , .. it is the most clear and striking story of 
how British governments can become so over- 
subtle as to neglect their principal duty — the 
protection of British land and British people.” 

This rare gem of commonsense from a 

newspaper not normally given to such 
utterances just about sums it up. In a few 
words it gets to the heart of all that is con- 
temptible in the liberalistic approach to 
national issues that has underpinned so 
much of British policy in modern times, and 
nowhere is the parallel more obviously 
revealed than over Northern Ireland, where 
governments, including the present one, are 
still persisting in the pretence that there is 
some formula for compromise between 
victory and surrender, between protecting 
our own folk and selling them out. There 
there is the same lack of policy — or at least 
honesty of policy. And there there is the 
same futile attempt to postpone coming to 
grips with reality by just keeping “‘some sort 
of negotiation going’ — likewise long after 
there has ceased to be anything to negotiate. 


PHONEY. ‘TRIUMPH’ 


It is for these reasons that there is such 
a sickening phoneyness in Mrs. Thatcher’s 
tour of ‘triumph’ to the Falklands and her 
current declarations that any future Argen- 
tine attacks on the islands will be “‘met with 


force.” All this is so out of step with the 
Government’s real convictions, or lack of 
them, that it can only be written off as mere 
electioneering bravado. 

One hopes in conclusion that one day a 
report will be published which carries all the 
authority now being attributed to that of 
the Franks Committee and which fulfils the 
purpose which the Franks Report ought to 
have fulfilled but did not. Such a report 
should include in its terms of reference, not 
only how British governments failed in their 
duty to the Falklands, but how they failed 
similarly in their duty to Northern Ireland, 
to Rhodesia and to every other community 
of British stock around the world to which 
they should have been bound by loyalty and 
obligation, not omitting the largest of those 
communities — the people of Mainland. 
Britain itself. Such a document would 
catalogue the whole miserable saga of retreat 
from power, responsibility and sovereignty 
over which British political leaders have 
presided since World War II, and it would, 
while giving due place to the factors of 
cowardice and muddle which loom large in 
every phase of modern political history in 
this country, also recognise the element of 
deliberate treason that has been present 
throughout, and the stink of which wafts 
unmistakably through the fog and chaos of 
the Falklands affair. | 

Britain may eventually be rendered such 
a service, but for the froment we may’ be 
sure that Lord Franks and Co. have not 
provided it. 


The nuclear debate 


THE CURRENT CONTROVERSY surround- 
ing Britain’s defence policy in relation to the 
nuclear deterrent presents Nationalists with 
a serious communication problem. The atti- 
tude of the lunatic left is quite clear. They 
reject nuclear weapons for the defence of 
our country. Their arguments are cliché- 
ridden and simplistic in the extreme, but the 
fact is that they are winning the propaganda 
war and many ordinary, decent folk are 
flocking to their banner. Not so long ago the 
unilateral disarmers were regarded by the 
vast majority of the population of this 
country as a bunch of way-out weirdos from 
the sandals and beards brigade. That is no 
longer the case, or at least it is not the entire 
case, and this must be worrying for any 
= thinking Nationalist. 

The Tory government has, whether by 
accident or design, presented the CND with 


LET'S NOT FALL 


INTO THE TORY 


are faced with the alternatives of having to 
put up with this situation or do without 
nuclear weapons, then the latter would be 
the lesser of the two evils. Fortunately we 
need not be faced with this simple choice; 
there is another alternative, and in my sub- 
mission this third alternative is the only 
realistic one for British Nationalists. That is the 
development and maintenance of a truly 
British and truly independent nuclear 


_ TRAP 


becoming more and more opposed to 
nuclear weapons. Much of the most success- 
ful propaganda of CND is what is left unsaid. 
They simply point out that yesterday's 
friends are often today’s enemies, leaving the 


The fact that the left is wrong does not mean that the right is right 


a plausible case. American Cruise Missiles are 
to be placed on British soil and America will 
decide if and when they are to be used, with- 
out any power of veto resting with us British. 
This is clearly an intolerable situation and it is 
my own opinion (although not necessarily 
that of the British National Party) that if we 
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says RAY HILL 


deterrent. 

This is not a matter of being ‘anti- 
American’; it is simply a matter of under- 
stariding the facts of the case and the 
psychology of the ordinary Briton, who is 


man in the street to remember that the 
interests ot Britain and the United States 
have, to:say the least, not always been iden- 
tical. They also point out that it would 
certainly be in America’s interests in the 
event of a nuclear war to confine such a war 
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to the European theatre if that was possible. 
They leave the man in the street to remember 
that it was Europe, and not America, who 
suffered the ravages of war twice during this 
century. The nuclear disarmers also argue 
that Britain having nuclear weapons on her 
soil makes her a ‘target’, particularly when 
those weapons are under the control of a 
foreign country who may well have some 
quarrel with another foreign country which 
is of little or no concern to us. It may well 
be that the opponents of our ‘allies’ may 
decide that- we simply have to be ‘taken out’ 
because of the likelihood of our becoming a 
launching pad from which nuclear weapons 
may be directed against them. 

There is some logic in these arguments 
but that logic evaporates when one considers 
that the obvious alternative of Britain having 
her own control over her own nuclear arsenal 
is never even mentioned in this debate. 

So mismanaged has the economy of our 
country been since the end of the Second 
World War (this is not to be taken to mean 
that it was properly managed prior to that 
war) that the assumption that we simply 
cannot afford a truly independent nuclear 
deterrent is made almost automatically by 
most people. It is of course sheer nonsense. 
Britain is, in any real terms, one of the 
wealthiest countries in the world and with a 
properly managed economy an effective 
nuclear deterrent would be little more than 
small change for us. Even with our present 
economic system we could ensure an 
adequate defence capability by simply aban- 
doning the ludicrous practice of ‘foreign aid’ 
and directing the funds saved to the 


eminently sensible cause of our own self 
defence. 

It is imperative that Britain is properly 
armed and in a position independently to 


CRUISE MISSILE 
Seen here being launched 
from the air. Dangerous 
because not under British 
control 


deter any aggressor. The ridiculous argument 
that possession of nuclear weapons makes 
the possessor more vulnerable to nuclear 
attack himself is exposed as nonsense by 
history. The only i.aticr aver to have suffered 
a nuclear attack in war is Japan, and she 
suffered that attack simply because she was 
not a nuclear power herself. Can any sane 
man argue that the Americans would have 
bombed Japan if they had been absolutely 
certain of a massive nuclear attack upon 
Washington and New York in retaliation? Of 
course not! Nevertheless, there are millions 
of people in this country to whom this is 
never pointed out and to whom it would 
never occur. 


LIVING WITH REALITY 


It may well be that we would be living 
in a safer world if nuclear weapons had never 
been invented, but whether that is the case 


GREENHAM COMMON PROTEST MOB 
Tory subservience to America has handed them a weapon 


or not the fact is that they most certainly 
have been invented and we have to live with 
that fact as best we can. Rendering ourselves 
defenceless will certainly make the world an 
extremely unsafe place so far as our national 
position is concerned, and this is the grass- 
roots sentiment of the majority of our 
fellow citizens at present. The mind positively 
boggles at the ineptitude and stupidity of 
the witless Tories who, with all their means 
of propaganda and their public relations 
advisers, manage to come close to alienating 
the British public from their present sympa- 
thetic attitude towards their defence policy. 
CND must be grateful indeed to them because ' 
they fully realise, even if the Government 
does not, that faced with a choice of our 
country being either an American launching 
pad or being non-nuclear, the time is fast 
approaching when the public will demand, 
en masse, that we accept the latter alternative. 

Nationalism is, | suggest, facing one of 
its greatest and most important challenges 
on this subject. The absolute necessity for a 
totally independent nuclear defence policy 
must be rammed home and made an issue. It 
is all very well to be able to write five-hundred 
word articles proving the logic of this stand- 
point; the fact is that the general public is 
not given to reading five-hundred word 
political articles before it makes up its mind. 
The average man thinks about politics, when 
he thinks about the subject at all, in terms of 
slogans. “No Cruise” and “No American 
Nuclear Weapons Here’’ are the slogans at 
present being rammed down his throat. We 
Cannot very well counter these slogans by 
adopting the contrary ones. These are the 
arguments of the Tories and, anyway, most 
of us disagree with them at heart. We need a 
simple slogan which expresses our demand 
for an independent nuclear arsenal, one 
which rejects foreign reliance on our part and 
at the same time makes clear our rejection 
of all the CND nonsense. This slogan needs 
to be produced on leaflets, on stickers, used 
in letters to the local and national press and 
identified with our party. It’s as important 
a subjéct as we are faced with at this stage in 
our national history so let the great debate 
begin. 
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| shall say it again and again and again: your 

boys are not going to be sent into any 
foreign wars. 

— Franklin D. Roosevelt to the 

People of America, 1940 


Infamy: Pearl Harbour and its aftermath by 
John Toland Methuen: £9.50. 


THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT'S decision 
not to allow for another 40 years publication 
of wartime intelligence reports about 
Japanese intentions prior to the attack on 
Pearl Harbour, means that many of us are 
-unlikely to be around when the truth is 
ultimately revealed, if it ever is. It is ironic 
that the recently adopted Thirty-Year Rule 
ensures that even if Mrs. Thatcher chooses 
to withhold from publication embarrassing 
observations made in Lord Franks’ report on 
Argentina’s invasion of the Falklands, the 
truth about Port Stanley will be disclosed 10 
years BEFORE the truth about Pearl Harbour 
— provided, of course, that the famous 
Foreign Office paper shredding machines 
haven't already disposed of the evidence! 
Fortunately, however, there is a growing 
public awareness on both sides of the Atlantic 
of the collusion that took place between the 
British and American governments during 


1940 and 1941 in an effort to bring the USA 


into the war against Germany. That in order 
to achieve this aim it was necessary to 
manoeuvre the Japanese into launching an 
attack on American forces did not deter the 
internationalist plotters; this fact has been 
glossed over by historians, but interest in 
this particularly murky aspect of the Second 
World War has been generated by the recent 
showing of a TV documentary film about 
Tyler Kent, the young American patriot 
who, whilst employed at the US Embassy in 
London, tried to warn his compatriots in 
America of the plot that was being hatched 
by Churchill, Roosevelt and others to force 
the USA into the European war. 

For those readers who have not pre- 
viously heard of Tyler Kent, or who missed 
the TV film about him, a brief biography is 
necessary. Tyler Kent was a coding clerk 
employed by the US Diplomatic Corps. 
Before being posted to London in October 
1939, Kent served for five years in the US 
Embassy in Moscow. He became vigorously 
anti-ccommunist and he also detested the 
Jews who, as he still maintains, ‘‘are basically 
responsible for the establishment of world 
communism.” He was also convinced that 
Britain was in the throes of a vast Jewish 
conspiracy. 


SECRET CORRESPONDENCE 


In the course of his duties, Kent dis- 
covered that a secret correspondence was 
taking place between Winston Churchill, 
then First Lord of the Admiralty, and 
President Roosevelt. Contrary to all protocol, 
this correspondence was going on without 
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A DAY OF 


the approval, or even knowledge, of the 
British Foreign Office. It soon became clear 
to Kent that Churchill and Roosevelt were 
conniving to oust the ailing Neville Chamber- 
lain as Prime Minister so that Churchill could 
replace him and thus hasten the day when 
America could be brought into the war 
against Germany. 

But this plan to join Britain in a crusade 
against Germany posed a problem for Roose- 
velt. The year 1940 was an election year, 
and apart from having given the American 
electors a specific pledge not to become 
embroiled in the European war, Roosevelt 
knew very well that the American public, 
with its history of isolationism embodied in 
the Monroe doctrine, and its aversion to war 


| Review by | 
RONALD RICKCORD 


resulting from the large number of US 
troops who were killed in the First World 
War, would be unlikely to vote for anyone 
who advocated American participation in 
the war against Hitler’s Reich. Therefore 
some means had to be found to persuade the 
Americans to change their minds. One way 
that this could be achieved was if Germany’s 
ally, Japan, were to launch a pre-emptive 
and seemingly unprovoked attack on the 
American people. 

Tyler Kent, fully alive to the direction 
in which the Churchill-Roosevelt partnership 
was taking his country, began copying this 


UNHOLY TRINITY AT YALTA 


INFAMY 


surreptitious correspondence, with the 
intention of bringing ii to the attention of 
Wendell Willkie, Roosevelt’s Republican rival 
for the Presidency. Had Kent succeeded, 
Willkie,an isolationist, would almost certainly 
have won~the election, thus thwarting 
Roosevelt’s war plans. In these circumstances 
it is unlikely that Japan would have attacked 
Pearl Harbour; the stalemate in Europe would 
have meant that sooner or later Britain and 
Germany would have had to agree to a 
cease-fire; and Russia and international 
Jewry would not have emerged as the 
ultimate victors of a totally unnecessary war. 
However, Tyler Kent did. not succeed in 
warning his fellow countrymen what their 
President was up to. Despite the fact that 
Kent was entitled to diplomatic immunity, 
he was, with the approval of Cordell Hull, 
US Secretary of State, arrested by MI5 and 
held incommunicado until Roosevelt had 
been safely re-elected. His subsequent trial at 
the Old Bailey was held jn camera and he 
was sentenced to seven years’ imprisonment, 
of which he served three years before being 
deported to the USA at the end of the war. 
The very fact that the British and 
American authorities went to such enormous 


‘léngths to silence Tyler Kent, and that even 


40 years later the British Government is still 
intent on hushing up matters relating to the 
Japanese attack at Pearl Harbour, strongly 
suggests that there is something to hide; 
something that would vindicate Tyler Kent's 
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War policy of Churchill and Roosevelt (left & centre) benefitted only Stalin (right) 
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accusations made all those years ago. 

Despite the Government’s refusal to 
reveal the truth about Pearl Harbour until 
well into the next century, we are fortunate 
that during last year a scholarly and well- 
researched book was published which sheds 
much light onto the background of the 
Japanese attack. The book is entitled /nfamy: 
Pearl Harbor and Its Aftermath and is 
written by Pulitzer prize-winner John 
Toland, who also wrote such best-sellers as 
The Last 100 Days, Adolf Hitler and The 
Rising Sun. i 

In hi book Mr. Toland convincingly 
demonstrates that not only were leading 
members of the Roosevelt Administration 
aware of the impending attack on Pearl 
Harbour, but that after the Japanese had 
successfully destroyed the US Pacific Fleet, 
the Administration, at Roosevelt’s bidding, 
instituted a massive cover-up operation, 
which even went so far as to lay the blame 
for what happened onto the two commanders 
in the Pacific — Admiral Husband E. Kimmel, 
Commander in Chief US Pacific Fleet, and 
Lieutenant-General Walter C. Short, the US 
Army Commander in Hawaii. Neither of 
these officers had been warned of the 
imminence of a Japanese attack, although 
senior civilian and military personnel in 
Washington had known for many hours that 
the attack was going to take place. 


BIGG EST EVER COVER-UP 


There can be little doubt that the 
attempt to prevent the public from learning 
the truth about Pearl Harbour was the 
biggest cover-up in American history; it 
dwarfs the Watergate cover-up, and its 
impact on subsequent world history has 
been significantly greater than the effect of 
Watergate. If Pearl Harbour had occurred 40 
years later than it did, it would have been 
impossible to hush the matter up, and 
Roosevelt and his henchmen would almost 
certainly have been drummed out of office 
and possibly impeached. 

The story told by Mr. Toland abounds 
with traitors, villains and those who, in order 
to protect their own interests, chose to turn 
a blind eye to what was going on under their 
noses. Besides Roosevelt, the chief plotter 
was the treacherous General George Catlett 
Marshall, US Army Chief of Staff and 
notorious one-worlder, who, though well 
aware of the imminence of the Japanese 
attack, mysteriously disappeared from his 
post at the crucial time when the attack was 
under way, and who, according to Mr. 
Toland, opened a meeting of military chiefs 
a few days after the attack with the words: 
‘Gentlemen, this goes to the grave with us.” 
General Marshall was singularly adept at 
passing the responsibility for what happened 
at Pearl Harbour onto his subordinates, 
notably the hapless Admiral Kimmel and 
General Short. 

Apart from Roosevelt and Marshall, the 
pages of /nfamy are replete with the doings 


THE U.S.S. ARIZONA AFTER THE ATTACK 
Over 1,000 men died on this battleship 
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of people who must be regarded as some of 
the most repugnant characters in history: 
people like Cordell Hull, 
approved the waiving of Tyler Kent’s diplo- 
matic immunity and fully supported Roose- 
velt’s deception of the American people; 
James N. Forrestal, Secretary of the Navy 
after Pearl Harbour, who despite his know- 
ledge of Kimmel’s and Short’s innocence, 
wanted them to be court-martialled: and 
Henry Stimson, Secretary of State for War, 
who before Pearl Harbour wrote in his diary: 


TYLER KENT TODAY 
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who secretly 


“The question was how we should maneuver 
them (the Japanese) into the position of 
firing the first shot without allowing too 
much damage to ourselves.” 

But Mr. Toland’s story has its heroes 
too, chief of whom is Captain Laurance 
Safford USN, a brilliant cryptanalyst who, 
having played a major role in cracking the 
Japanese code known as ‘Purple’, and having 
recognised the ‘winds’ message which 
heralded the imminence of the Japanese 
attack (so called because it consisted of the 
Japanese words meaning ‘‘East wind, rain”), 
repeatedly tried to warn Admiral Kimmel 
that his fleet was about to be attacked in 
spite of opposition from his superiors. Con- 
firmation that the High Command in 
Washington didn't want American forces to 
be prepared for hostilities is clearly indicated 
by the signal sent to the redoubtable General 
Douglas MacArthur in the Philippines: “’.. . 
the United States desires that Japan commit 
the first overt act...” 


DUPLICITY, INTRIGUE AND LYING 


Later on, Captain Safford further en- 
hanced his reputation by refusing to keep 
quiet about the ‘winds’ messages in spite of 
persistent pressure from above. The Pearl 
Harbour story is one in which duplicity, 
intrigue and downright lying are the norm 
rather than the exception: but Safford’s 
spirited defence of Kimmel and Short at the 
risk of ruining his own career, stands out as 
the one redeeming feature of the entire affair. 

Anyone who is sceptical about the con- 
spiracy to drag the USA into the war should 
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Sexuality in a Sick Society tiss s s 


How the decline of the White male is leading 


to mixed matings and miscegenation 


Everyone is aware that a sexual 
revolution has taken place in the 
West since the Second World War. 
Most people think of this revolution 
primarily in terms of the “libera- 
tion” of women, as seen in their 
increased role in economic life 
outside the home and a few 
traditional occupations; and of freer 
— or more promiscuous, depending: 
on one’s viewpoint — _ sexual 
relations between men and women, 
attributed to the breakdown of 
traditional morality under the im- 
pact of the mass media and 
facilitated by “the pill” and legalized 
abortion. : 

The sexual revolution also has 
other facets, however, which, al- 
though not as widely recognized or 
publicized as those mentioned 
above, are of a more fundamental 
nature. One of these, the demasculi- 
nization of the Western male, 


together with the reaction of the- 


Western female to this, is a cause for 
grave concern among thoughtful 
persons, even those who generally 
approve of the wider economic role 
women have today and do not 
regret the disappearance of the fear 
of pregnancy as a check on 
premarital sex. 

Really, ‘“demasculinization” is an 
inadequate word for describing 
what has happened to the Western 
male. Certainly, the number of 
effeminate males has increased 
greatly — not just the sexual inverts, 
who actually have taken pseudo- 
female sexual roles, but even more 
the legions of sissies and weaklings, 
of flabby, limp-wristed, non-aggres- 
sive, non-physical, indecisive, slack- 
jawed, fearful males who, while still 
heterosexual in theory and practice, 
have not even a vestige of the old 
macho spirit, so deprecated today, 
left in them. 

Beyond these pitiful casualties of 
the modern era, however, are the 
much larger numbers of White 
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Shame of White men is their loss of con- 
trol over their women. This German girl 
is one of thousands who have sought 
sexual fulfilment with Blacks in Jamaica 


males who still think like men — 
more or less — but are constrained 
from expressing their maleness in 
many of the ways which were 
natural in the past. One of the most 
important of those ways was 
supporting and protecting a mate. 
To be sure, many men are still 
able to fill this traditional role of 
provider and protector, but a 
rapidly growing number of others 
are not, and the psychological 
consequences for the latter are 
profound. 


FEMALE CARICATURE 


We are all familiar with the 
extreme caricature of the castrating 
female: the militant feminist who 
wants every male within shrieking 
distance to know that she is quite 
capable of taking care of herself and 
neither needs nor want any man’s 


This article was first 


Washington, D.C. 20007, 

U.S.A., to which we give 

acknowledgements. The 
original article was extensively 
footnoted but for reasons of 
space we have left out the foot- 
notes here. 


support or protection. Such women, 
fortunately, are still relatively rare, 
although their ranks are increasing. 
There are a great many more 
“liberated” women, who, while not 
shrill man-haters by any means, 
through their aggressive assertive- 
ness and their manifest indepen- 
dence tend nevertheless to have a 
castrating effect on the men in their 
lives. | 

The effect exists even when there 
is no trace of feminine intent. The 
husband whose wife has a career 
outside the home, even if only 
because two incomes are needed to 
make ends meet, feels less a man 
because of it, whether he will admit 
that or not. All the brave, new talk 
about marriage today being a 
partnership of equals does: not 
change the basic, biological natures 
of men and women. Those natures 
have fitted them for complementary 
roles, not for the same role. The 
man who merely puts his paycheck 
into the family kitty, along with his 
wife’s, may find some satisfaction in 
being a member of an economic 
partnership, but it is not the same as 
being the master in his house. 

Just as support is not what it used 
to be, neither is protection. When a 
father had some authority over his 
daughter, and a husband over his 
wife, another male approached 
either at his peril. Not only did 
female dependence carry with it the 
need for protection, but it also 
stimulated in the male the desire to 
provide that protection. The entire 
community was behind the man 
who drew his sword or his gun in 
defense of his womenfolk. 

Today, when a wife may be more 
of a roommate than a mate and it is 
a rare father who has any authority 
at all over his teen-aged daughter, 
both the compelling urge and the 
legal right of a man to protect his 
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women seem much less clear-cut. In 
response to an interloper he is more 
likely to telephone his lawyer than 
reach for his shotgun. Again, 
because of that he is less a man, and 
he knows it. So do his women. 

And the women of the West have 
reacted to what their men have 
become, fully as much as Western 
men have reacted to the “liberation” 
of their women. The female reac- 
tion, like that of the male, has been 
complex and subtle, but it is no less 
real and no less deep-seated, for it 
springs from the same biological 
roots. 


TURNING TO NON-WHITES 


One way in which Western 
women have responded to the 
perceived demasculinization of their 
men has been to turn toward 
non-White males, who are perceived 
as more masculine. This has its 
counterpart in the growing number 
of Western men — exasperated and 
intimidated by the assertiveness of 
the present generation of young, 
White women — who are seeking 
Asian mates, because of the reputed 
docility and submissiveness of the 
latter. The demand in America, 
Europe, and Australia for Asian 
women has become so great, in fact, 
that a number of marriage-by-mail 
entrepreneurs have been making 
handsome profits by importing 
brides from the Philippines and 
elsewhere for White bachelors. 

Kurt Kirstein of Blanca, Colo- 
rado, is typical. He has set up a 
company named “Philippine Ameri- 


‘can Life Partners,” and for $80 he 


will provide up to 1,000 photo- 
graphs of available Philippine 
women. Last year more than 7,000 
mail-order brides left the Philippines 
to marry lonely White men who, 
despite the surplus of unmarried 
White women in their countries, 
preferred unliberated Brown wo- 
men. | 

By far the larger trend, however, 
has involved White women and 
non-White — especially Black — 
males. A decade or two ago the 
cases were legion in which women 
from the upper social strata — 
educated, sophisticated, sheltered 


by wealthy families — deliberately 
sought out and formed liaisons with 
laborers. These women, who had 
despaired of finding a man who 
could satisfy them among the weak, 
soft, over-civilized males of their 
own social class, often were willing 
to endure beatings and infidelity at 
the hands of their blue-collar lovers 
in order to fill their need for a primal 
relationship. But their rough-and- 
ready lovers were, at least, generally 
White. Nowadays they generally are 
not. 

A just-published book from Dial 
Press (Privilege: The Enigma of 
Sasha Bruce, by Joan Mellen) is the 
biography of a blue-blooded heiress, 
the beautiful and intelligent daugh- 
ter of multimillionaire diplomat 
David K.E. Bruce, one-time U.S. 
ambassador to France, West Ger- 
many, and Britain. Conceived, 
appropriately, in 1945, Alexandra 
(Sasha) Bruce was educated in the 
most expensive and exclusive girls’ 
boarding schools and then at 


Radcliffe. At the age of 29 she was- 


murdered by a Greek whom she had 
married a few weeks earlier. Before 
that, however, she had run through 
a long succession of Black lovers in 
her fruitless, instinctual search for a 
man who would not only love her 
but also master her. Along with the 
Blacks had come just about every 
imaginable form of degradation, 
humiliation, and self-abasement. 

Sasha Bruce was exceptional and 
notable because of the prominence 
of her family and the violence of her 
end, but there are tens of thousands 
of ether White women following her 
footsteps unnoted today. 


TREK SOUTH 


In Europe those footsteps usually 
lead south, into the arms of 
Mediterranean men instead of 
Blacks. Swedish, Danish, German, 
Dutch, and English women head 
south in droves every year for 
vacations in Rome, Naples, Athens, 
and a hundred beach resorts along 
the Mediterranean shore, hungry for 
the masculinity they imagine they 
will find in the uninhibited, macho 
males there. Sometimes these tall, 


drug-using, 


fair.daughters of the North remain 
with their dark, Southern lovers for 
years, supporting them on checks 
mailed from indulgent parents back 
home. 

As Northern males have con- 
tinued to become more wimpish, ' 
the result of their efforts to conform 


to the media-created image of the 


“new male” — more pacifist, less 
authoritarian, more “sensitive,” less 
competitive, more androgynous, 


less possessive — the controlled 


media, the homosexual lobby, and 
the feminist movement have 
cheered, but something deep in the 
soul of White womanhood has 
groaned. The hurt felt by the 
woman who needs a strong man and 
cannot find one surpasses all the 
other hurts to which the flesh is 
heir, and it often drives her to 
extremes of action destructive to 
both self and race. 

One of ‘the more bizarre forms 
taken by such..action recently has 
been the growing migration of 
White women to the jungles and 
shantytowns of Jamaica, where they 
are bedding down with Rastafari- 
ans, members of a White-hating, 
messianic Black sect 
who plait their woolly hair into 
snake-like “dreadlocks,” abjure all 
the creations of the White man’s 
science and the norms of his culture, 
and await the coming of their Black 
messiah in a haze of marijuana and 
reggae. 

So many German women have 
disappeared into Jamaica in the past 
few years, in fact, that a recent issue 
of the leading West German news 
magazine carried a lengthy article 
on the phenomenon: 

“When one travels along Jamai- 
ca’s north coast, which attracts 
some 600,000 tourists each year, one 
is struck by the fascination of the 
daughters of White civilization by 
the Black sons of the wilderness,” 
the magazine notes. “One sees rows 
of female eyes turn from the 
Jamaican sunset toward the locks of 
an approaching ‘dread.’ One experi- 
ences the sight of a dozen blooming 
maidens following the lips of some 
talking Rasta . . . . One feels the 
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SEXUALITY IN ASICK 
SOCIETY 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


irritation of the hotel guests . 
[when a White girl with a Rasta] 
shows up, she bright and combed, 
he dark and ragged... .” 2 


MURDER AND RAPE 


Not only German women, but 
also Canadian and American wo- 
men have been drawn to Jamaica 
and the Rastas. Some have been 
murdered, many have been raped 
and robbed, but still they come. 
One woman interviewed by Der 
Spiegel was 26-year-old Maggi. She 
had been a German university 
student — and a feminist. After 
seven semesters of sociology, she 
left school and headed west, looking 
for something. 

She found it in a Rastafarian 
commune. The Rastas fought vi- 
olently over her, and she enjoyed 
immensely the experience of her 
“incredible attractiveness as a White 
woman.” 

The Rasta Maggi presently is 
sleeping with is “full of rage against 
White oppressors throughout his- 
tory,” and he berates her with 
tirades of anti-White ‘hatred. Inter- 
estingly, she feels this has given her 
a better feeling for her own race: 
“I understand that, although our 
race is totally deformed [now], it 


could be just as wonderful [as the 
Black race] if it would only return to 
its own original ways.” For the 
present, however, Black men, with 
their strong consciousness of their 
“roots,” are “simply more attractive 
[to me] than White men.” 

What are these “roots” Maggi 
finds attractive? As a religion, 
Rastafarianism is an absurd hodge- 
podge which can hardly be taken 
seriously by any White person 
bright enough to graduate from a 
German kindergarten, much less by 
a university senior. It grew out of 
the 1920's “back to Africa” move- 
ment of the American Negro leader 
Marcus Garvey. ? 

Rastafarians believe that the late 
Ethiopian emperor, Haile Selassie 
(who was called Ras — or Prince — 
Tafari before his accession, hence 
the name Rastafarian) is the Black 
messiah who will one day unite 
them and lead them to victory over 
the hated Whites. They convenient- 
ly overlook the fact that Ethiopians, 
with their narrow noses and racially 
mixed background, not only do not 
consider themselves Black but have 
traditionally looked upon their 
Black neighbors in Africa as fit only 
to be killed or enslaved. The 
Rastafarians also refuse to accept 
the fact that Haile Selassie died in 
1975 at the age of 83. They believe 
that the reports of his death are 
White trickery. 

They advocate an African life- 
style, but they have very confused 


Cornelia, a 29-year-old girl from Munich, believes she has found with her Rasta 
lover in Jamaica the happiness that eluded her in Germany 
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notions as to the way in which 
Blacks lived in Africa before the 
arrival of the White man. In practice 
it means living in a state of primitive 
squalor and indolence, keeping 
themselves perpetually high on 
ganja (as they call Jamaica's native 
variety of marijuana) while their 
women support them. They express 
contempt for all White technology, 
but they make exceptions in the case 
of White products which suit them, 
such as canned food or the transistor 
radios which blare out the mind- 


‘numbing rhythms of reggae music 


day and night. 


RAW MASCULINITY 


Clearly it is none of this which has 
such a fatal fascination for Maggi 
and thousands of other White 
women. Rather it is the raw, 
uncivilized, animal masculinity 
which the Rastas consciously culti- 
vate. They are proud of the 
suppleness and muscularity of their 
Black bodies; proud of the bold, 
challenging stare with which they 
greet any stranger, especially a 
White one; proud of the fear which 
their dreadlocks and their provoca- 
tive behavior evoke in male tourists. 

It is their unabashed sensuality, 
their wildness, their readiness -to 
fight over any affront to what they 
think of as their manly dignity, their 
arrogant flaunting of their maleness 
which lure the civilized but male- 
hungry women of the decadent, 
effeminate West to them. 

Another woman interviewed in 
Jamaica by Der Spiegel is Billi, 25. 
She is a product of the West German 
feminist movement, which she says 
is still “very important to me.” But, 
she also says, the “unisex” civiliza- 
tion of the West had come to bore 
her. She has found her own sexual 
identity through the strong contrast 
of her sexuality against that of her 
Rasta lover, whom she supports 
with the $500 per month she earns as 
a secretary in Kingston. (Rastas, 
unlike Whites, do not seem to feel at 
all demasculinized by having their 
women support them.) 

The flocking of White women to 
Jamaica is an exceptional rather 
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Activities 


In preceding sections of this series we have put the spotlight on 
what might be called standard or ‘routine’ activities, i.e. rudimentary 
activities which should be carried out with clockwork regularity and 
which must form the first bases of local branch work. 

Here we shall examine other activities, which should be seen as 
supplementary to these basic tasks. These are intended to extend the 
variety of the active programme of the branch, with the twin purposes 
of stimulating the interest of branch members and exploiting extra 
opportunities to bring the message of the party to the public. 

Beyond the basic active tasks which we have mentioned else- 
where, there is not a rigid set of rules of activity which party head- 
quarters lays down to be followed by branches; local Organisers are 
trusted and encouraged to display their own initiatives in the way of 
finding issues of local interest (or national issues of interest to local 
people) to exploit in local campaigns and actions. A good local 
Organiser is one who is continually endeavouring to find such issues 
and to exploit them in the way of activities, and this will often 
involve experiment. No Organiser will be condemned for an un- 
successful experiment, only for never experimenting and never 
showing such initiatives at all. 

Activities must, as has been indicated in the preceding paragraph, 
be geared to issues, and issues must be carefully selected in accor- 
dance with the nature of the locality — i.e. the social and ethnic 
composition of the population, the predominant age groups in that 
population, the structure of the local economy, and so on. Activities, 
for instance, related to grievances concerning race or immigration are 
likely to have less impact in areas little affected by immigration or 
racial problems than in areas drastically affected by those things; 
likewise, activities relating to grievances over unemployment are less 
likely to have impact in areas of high employment than in those of 
low employment. 

Outside the range of standard and basic activities which have 
been mentioned elsewhere — literature sales, leafletting, postering 
and branch meetings, branch activities fall mainly into the following 
categories:— 


(1) PUBLIC MEETINGS 


With the advent of television, the importance and impact of the 


public meeting has declined as an institution in British politics. It is: 


no longer possible to attract the large audiences to such meetings 
that were common before the last war. This, however, does not 
mean that public meetings should never be considered as a form of 
activity. On the contrary, they have their role to play still. It is vital, 
however, that the branch in considering the staging of such a meeting 
bears certain facts in mind. 

The first is that it is likely to be extremely difficult to negotiate 
the hire of a public hall for the purpose. Most of such halls are denied 
to our party, in some cases on grounds of political bias and in other 
cases for fear of disorder and damage to property. 

Every local Organiser should find out whether there are any 
halls in his or her locality which our party can hire (and by this we 
mean hire openly using the party name). In this regard it is not 
sufficient merely’ to obtain provisional consent by some official 
connected with hire proceedings; it must be ensured, before any 
action is taken to promote a meeting, that the hire will be agreed to 
by the owners of the property, in the case of a municipally owned 
hall the local council. 

In the promotion and successful staging of a meeting, it must 
straightaway be recognised that a large attendance on the part of 
ordinary local people cannot be regarded. as likely, for the reasons 
stated earlier. Success can be achieved, however, if the meeting is 
prominently reported in the local newspapers or, if there is one, on 
local radio. Only 20 members of the general public may actually 


hear ‘live’ what is said at the meeting, but that does not matter if 
thousands more read about the meeting, including some of the main 
points made by the speakers, a few days afterwards. Vital to the 
effectiveness of the meeting, therefore, is the question of whether it 
will be reported by the local media. Organisers must assess this 
possibility carefully before they start. 

Reports of meetings will not look impressive unless they are 
well attended and the hall looks reasonably full. If it cannot be filled 
by members of the general public, it must be filled by party members 
themselves; they, in other words, must provide the bulk of the 
audience. A public meeting will be a complete waste of time unless 
substantial numbers of party members can be organised to attend. 

Nationalist public meetings are almost certain to attract couñter- 
demonstrations by the party’s opponents, which will be organised as 
a pretext for the mobilisation of militant mobs whose purpose will 
be to interfere with the orderly conduct of the meeting, and if 
possible to prevent it taking place at all. It is for this additional 
ron°on that large numbers of party members will need to be present 
— to ensure the safety and security of the meeting. i 

This means that no branch can possibly stage a public meeting 
while relying solely on its local resources. The meeting must be, an 
event supported by the whole region and with full backing and 
guidance from party headquarters. No undertaking to hold a public 
meeting, therefore, must ever be made by a branch without prior 
discussion with, and consent from, party headquarters. 

Once, however, that approval for a public meeting has been 


‘obtained from party headquarters, branches will be expected to 


organise and promote the meeting in accordance with directives 
given by headquarters, where there are officials experienced in such 
matters. Such directives will cover Publicity, Security, Display, 
Collections for Funds, Musical Background and, not least, Meeting 
Policy (i.e. the political issues dealt with by the meeting, rules for 
speeches, and so on). 

As a final comment on public meetings, party policy is that a 
meeting should be a really good one or it should not take place at 
all. Local Organisers must accept headquarters guidance and authority 
when it comes to public meetings and must not assume that, if consent 
to such a meeting is not given, this indicates lack of enthusiasm or 
support. It indicates only that, after everything is taken into consider- 
ation, the branch does not at the present time have the means or 
ability to ensure that the meeting will be staged effectively. 


(2) DEMONSTRATIONS 


Demonstrations take two basic forms: a demonstration on an 
issue chosen by the party; and a counter-demonstration staged as a 
reaction to a meeting, demonstration or other activity organised by 
political opponents. 

Demonstrations do not necessarily require large numbers of 
participants; what is necessary is that all participants are clean and 
tidy in’ appearance and conduct themselves in a disciplined and 
orderly fashion, carefully observing the law. This does not mean that 
the style of the demonstration cannot be vigorous and forceful. 

As with public meetings, the utility of a demonstration must be 
gauged in accordance with the number of people likely to witness it 
or to hear about it. If it is possible to hold it in a very busy public 
place where it will be seen ‘live’ by thousands of people, it will be a 
worthwhile exercise regardless of whether it is subsequently reported 
in the press or other media. If it is only witnessed ‘live’ by small 
numbers of people, its effectiveness will depend on whether it is 
reported in the media. 

On any demonstration, it is necessary to ensure that the demon- 


‘strating team is equipped with two basic means for drawing attention 


Contd. overleaf 


Page thirteen 


BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH. 
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to the issue being demonstrated over. One is a loudhailer, through 
_which some party spokesman can broadcast the party message 
vocally; the other is a selection of posters, banners or picket boards 
bearing slogans which relate to the issue in question. It is vital that 
the latter are prepared carefully and are of tidy appearance while 
containing words that are visible and easily readable. And remember, 
it is not the slightest use displaying slogans indicating the party’s 
message if these are not accompanied by the prominent display of 
the party’s name. The party’s best organised branches make it a 
practice always to have picket boards in constant readiness on which 
the party name is neatly printed at the bottom; then the slogans 
relating to each specific demonstration can be added in the space 
available above. 

‘Much value can be obtained by counter-demonstrations at the 
meetings of political opponents which mainly take the form of 
heckling. It should be ensured that those chosen to do the heckling, 
and to ask challenging questions, at such meetings are well versed in 
the subject in question and able to ‘trip up’ the speaker. Other 
members present can just provide ‘back-up’ by voicing their support 
of the points made by the heckler or questioner, as well as being 
present to protect this party spokesman if he should be roughly 
handled by stewards. 


(3) MARCHES 


Marches, like public meetings, are events which ordinarily 
cannot be staged by one branch alone- but must be supported by 
reinforcements from other branches within the region. For this 
reason, no Branch Otganiser is authorised to make a decision to hold 
a march in his neighbourhood without consent from the Organiser of 
the region or, if there is no such officer, from party headquarters. 

A minimum number of participants is necessary to make a 
march effective. While, if the march is a nationally organised event, 
this must be counted in the hundreds, if it is a purely local event and 
concentrated on a locai issue, a number of 35-40 or over will suffice. 

As on demonstrations, a banner and/or picket boards will be 
necessary to draw attention to the theme of the march. Also a loud- 
hailer will be necessary to provide verbal back-up. In addition, it is 
essential that in the front of the column there are marchers carrying 
national flags in a minimum number (for local marches) of six. | 

In order to stage a march, the Branch Organiser will require to 
make. application to the local police, and this will necessitate a 
personal visit to the police station to discuss arrangements with a 
police officer and to negotiate a march route. Here it is most 
important for the Organiser to take a strong stand on the party’s 
rights. The tendency of the police will be to propose a route through 
the least crowded areas of the town, thus involving the minimum 
disruption to town life. Such a proposal must be resisted, for a 
march will not be in the least effective unless it passes at some point 
through a busy area where there are reasonably large crowds of 
people. Usually, after some bargaining it is possible to reach a 
compromise between what is the ideal route for the party and what 
is the ideal route for the police. 

With marches, as with public meetings and demonstrations, it is 
essential that adequate prior notice be given to all the local press and 
other media in the form of an announcement by press release. 


(4) SOCIAL ACTIVITIES 


The main purpose of social activities is to sustain and sharpen 
the interest of existing branch members and to promote closer 
friendship and esprit de corps among them, though they can some- 
times have a recruiting value if they provide occasion to invite non- 
members on a selected basis by personal invitation. Social events can 
also be a means of raising money — if the costing is calculated in a 
businesslike way so as to leave a profit for the branch when all 
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amenities and services are paid for. 

When seeking a room for a social event, the branch would be 
best advised to contact public houses in the area, as many of these 
have spare rooms which can be booked for a modest fee. If difficulty 
is experienced in getting a booking for the party, individuals in the 
branch can themselves form a social club with a name which does 
not suggest any connection with the party and social activities can 
be promoted under the auspices of this club, though of course their 
purpose will remain the promotion of the party. Those organising 
any social event will have to exercise care and discretion in striking a 
balance that will make it attractive to all ages and social groupings, 
as such events must not become sources of division between different 
generations or classes within the party. Music chosen for such events, 
for instance, while not being too ‘highbrow’, should likewise not be 
too ‘lowbrow’. Some compromise must obviously be reached between 
what appeals to the younger and older generations but what should 
be firmly avoided is any music of a racially alien nature, such as 
negroid ‘reggae’. We are a party which aims at the preservation of 
British and European culture, and the music we choose as background 
to party functions should reflect that fact. : 


Here we have listed just four areas of activities that a branch 
should consider in the drawing up of its activities programme. It 
must be emphasised, however, that these activities should always be 
regarded as supplementary to, and not substitutes for, the standard 
weekly activities of literature ‘sales, leafletting and postering and the 
routine monthly branch meetings. 

As soon as a branch becomes strong enough and a reasonable 
number of people of initiative and ability are available, it is recom- 
mended that the Branch Organiser appoints another person as 
Activities Organiser, so that that person can concentrate on the 
promotion of the kind of activities we have detailed here, thus 
taking a load off the Branch Organiser’s shoulders. 

We have given a whole section in this series to the subject of 
activities because it is important to underline that our party is 
essentially a party of activists. We are not like the parties of the 
establishment, in which only a tiny portion of the enrolled members 
work actively to promote their party; at least a third of our total 
membership is normally active, and it is by the constant work of 
these activists, working mainly in their branches but occasionally 
congregating together for large nationally organised events, that the 
message of the party is brought to the public. Unlike the other parties, 
we do not have our massed media, and so there is no other way. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


The death of a nation is a Ponderable, an event that 
must come to expression, and its when can be forseen 
with sufficient accuracy to be made the basis of long- 
range policy. A nation shows that it is dying when it 
ceases to believe in its mission and its superiority. It 
begins to hate everything new and everything that would 
drive it forward. 


It looks about, and seeks to make def- 
ensive preparations in every direction. No longer does it 
strive to enlarge, but is content merely to maintain, its 


power-position. To preserve power, however, one must 
continually increase it. A nation need not die tumult- 


uously in a great military defeat. Asa rule, nations die 
quite peacefully, sinking deeper and deeper into sterile 
conservatism and shrinking back more and more from 
‘great decisions. 

FRANCIS PARKER YOCKEY 


The Enemy of Europe 
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say the least, highly suspicious. And what are Sighs They aa 
we to think of the orders given to Admiral 
Kimmel to concentrate his fleet in Pearl 
Harbour? Whoever gave that order must have 
known that it made the US Pacific Fleet a 
sitting duck for Japanese dive bombers. 
After Pearl Harbour there were no fewer a country where Christ- 
than nine inquiries held to ascertain who was ianity is still the belief 
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the main aim of the inquiries was to find 
scapegoats for what happened, and if they 
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gone, a man who never told the truth if a lie 
would suffice.” 

Infamy makes fascinating reading and ; 
should be read by every Nationalist who | a : 
doubts that the world is governed by an rr t bt SPE ARH EAD 
international conspiracy, Mr, Toland has OVW O O ain 
aptly dedicated the book “’To the Victims of 
Pearl Harbour.” Victims they undoubtedly 
were; victims of treason. 

Early in the book Mr. Toland quotes a 
passage from Roosevelt’s speech to Congress 
the day after Pearl Harbour: 

"Yesterday, December 7, 1941, a date which 
will live in infamy, the United States of America 
was suddenly and deliberately attacked .. .”’ 

As a day of infamy it certainly will be 
remembered; not so much on account of the 
dastardliness of the Japanese attack, but 
because an American President was willing 
to jeopardise the lives of thousands of his 
fellow countrymen in the furtherance of his 
plans to drag his country into a war he had 
promised to avoid. 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Read Young Nationalist the paper for 
youth published on behalf of the Youth 
Section of the British National Party. 
Send 20p for sample. copy to: 16 Vale 
Lodge, Perry Vale, London S.E.23. . 
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SIR: On page 235 of his memoirs that ami- 
able political flaneur Jo Grimond, former 
Liberal Party leader, has an interesting 
comment on the leven of his liberal creed. 
Having droned away about a meeting 
with Max Freedman, a friend of the Late 
President J.F. Kennedy, he remarks: - 
“Max was one of the company of cen- 
tral or East European Jews whose fam- 
ilies had emigrated to the West and 
which included Felix Frankfurter. If 
the flow should dry up, liberalism 
would be parched. If there is such a 
thing as a masculine brain, they have 
it. They are, however, receptive, 
subtle and without the thirst for status 
which pervades the male world. For 
liberalism they are essential. For lib- | 
eralism is not at bottom about the vote; 
it is how human beings should behave 
to one another. In probing human 
behaviour and searching for new phil- 
ophies the Jews have long been in the 
van.” 
I think that paragraph worth pondering 
for a minute or two. . 
MARK DWYER 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: What you said about the needs of the 
younger generation (January issue) certainly 
needed saying. Looking at so many of this 
generation, one is stuck by the depressing 
lack of manliness evident in their faces, 
bodies and, not least, voices. There are of 
course some notable exceptions, the lads 
who fought and won in the Falklands being 
one example. But all too many young men 
today are typical products of the decadence 
and softness of our modern education system 
with its absence of training in the tough 
qualities needed for survival in a harsh 
world. If ‘regimentation’ is necessary to 
these things, let’s have it! 
R. WYLIE 
Nottingham 


SIR: I don’t know if Richard Attenborough’s 
film Gandhi has been released in Britain 
yet. It is lavishly produced, beautifully 
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photographed and brilliantly acted and 
will, no doubt, much further the corruption 
of the innocent young and establish lies and 
distortions as historical canon — and of 


course create yet one more sick guilt com- 


plex in the post-imperial British. 

Gandhi is a vile distortion of history. 
Whatever Gandhi was — a failed shyster 
from South Africa, a half-naked fakir or a 
sincere guru — he was an enemy of our 
country and his apotheosis is in any case 
ridiculous. 

As for General Dyer (famous for his 
order to fire on the rioting mob at Amrit- 
sar) and Sir Michael O’Dwyer, the film 
crucified the former and omitted the very 
relevant mention of the latter. I know the 
history of the Amritsar affair very well and 
the movie version was a total distortion 
and a lie by omission at the same time. I 
refer anyone to the remarks of Mr. C.F. 
Palmer, Sir Edward Carson, Brig. General 
H.C. Surtees and others in the House of 
Commons debate on the Hunter Commiss- 
ion and Amritsar of July 8th 1920, or Mr. 
Justice McCardie’s summing up in Sir 
Michael O’Dwyer’s criminal libel suit 
against Sir Sankaran Nair (which O'Dwyer 
won) in 1922. Also worthy of study is a 
letter appearing in The Times of 25th 
March 1940 and written by Mr. G. A. 
Wathen, of Khalsa College, Amritsar, and 
which gives a very different view of the 
Amritsar incident to that of the film, 


which disgracefully defames the memory of 


General Dyer, a gallant soldier, as well as 
all those countless devoted servants of the 
Raj at the time. 

No doubt of course Gandhi will be a 
great box-office success in present-day 
multi-racial Britain, as it will rejoice the 
hearts of all Britain's enemies everywhere 
else. 

Dr. PETER H. PEEL 
Reseda, Calif., U.S.A. 


SIR: Setting out his reasons for deciding to 
support the British National Party, Peter 
Fawcett does not take his arguments far 
enough. 

It is not just a question of supporting a 
movement with an outstanding individual 
at the helm capable of attracting the un- 
committed to its ranks and giving it genu- 
ine political credibility. If we are serious 
about building the BNP into a party that 
within a reasonable span of years could 
serve as the Government of Britain, that 
person must be an individual capable of 
heading such an administration as Prime 
Minister. I believe that John Tyndall is 
such a man and is the only leading figure 
in the Nationalist community to command 
such respect. And the future leader of 
Britain must come from the. Nationalist 
Community, not be an ‘instant convert’ to 
Nationalist ideals from the ranks of the old 


parties. 

There is another reason why serious 
Nationalists must support the BNP rather 
than the National Front. That is its struct- 
ure based on the leadership principle rather 
than ‘democracy’, which not only ruined 
the NF but in its parliamentary form is at 
the bottom of most of the ills that beset the 
nation at the present time. It is my hope 
that such a system will replace the out- 
dated charade that masquerades under the 
name of ‘democracy’ and return Britain to 


its once respected place in the world. 


PHILIP BAKER 
Woodley, Berks. 


SIR: A report in the press the other day 
informed us that an organisation called the 
‘Auschwitz in England Initiative Group’ had. 
secured permission from the Polish author- 
ities to ship three container loads of relics 
from Auschwitz for an exhibition to be held 
initially at St. George in the East Church, 
Stepney. Apart from wondering what on 
earth is the connection between Auschwitz 
and this country to justify the organisation's 
title, I must ask if it is not high time that 
the whole business of the so-called ‘Holo- 
caust’ was put away and forgotten in the 
interests of good relations with Europe. 
These events took place a long time ago in 
a vastly different Europe; most of the peo- 
ple said to be involved in them are either 
very old or dead. The whole affair is now 
past history and should be treated as such. 

In stark contrast to the publicity given 
to the alleged deeds of the Nazis is the 
virtual silence over the Soviet purges (11 
million people murdered) and the starving 
to death of millions of Russian peasants to 
satisfy Stalin's urge for collectivisation. 
Why are we not continually reminded of 
these deaths? Why don't we see TV pro- 
gramme after TV programme giving all the 
gory details? After all, these crimes only 
predated the Nazi ones (real or fictitious) 
by a few years and, more to the point, the 
Communists who perpetrated them have 
their successors still in power. 

While saying this, I might also ask why 
similar attention has not been given to 
Jewish crimes in the Middle East. 

H.S, HALL 
Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk 


SIR: Who is the beautiful child on the front 
cover of last month’s issue? 

K. HOLDEN (Mrs.) 

Ruislip, Middx. 


(Answer: The child was of course intended, 
as on page 10, to symbolise the youngest — 
generation of Britons under threat from 
present policies directed against our race. 
However, the model used in the two photos 
was Marina, the 33 year-old daughter of 
John and Valerie Tyndall) 


LIBERALS claim to be true democrats who 
wholeheartedly uphold and practise all the 
democratic virtues. They are forever pro- 
claiming their open-mindedness, honesty and 


fairness towards others. They claim to be 


passionately concerned with safeguarding 
freedom of speech and protecting the rights 
of the individual. And they frequently tell us 
how they champion the cause of groups they 
regard as weak, downtrodden or unpopular 
— groups such as unemployed immigrants, 
vagrants, Gypsies, homosexuals, paedophiles, 
criminals and women’s libbers. 

Yes, liberals regard themselves as en- 
lightened and ‘caring’ pepole who fight 
unceasingly for the poor, the oppressed and 
those who hold unpopular opinions. But 
their Utopian ideals are negated by a serious 
flaw: they don’t believe that the freedom to 
express an opinion should be given to 
Nationalists, and more particularly Racial- 
Nationalists. Liberals with a conscience. (and 
there are some) are therefore in something 
of a dilemma; for it is clear to everyone that 
they don’t practise what they preach. They 
are hypocrites. 

The British democratic system of govern- 
ment takes for granted two underlying 
principles: freedom of speech and the rule of 
law. If either of these is lacking, democracy 
is rendered unworkable and, indeed, a farce; 
yet this is precisely what is happening as a 
result of agitation by liberals, who unfor- 
tunately have a disproportionate influence 
on establishment thinking. Let us then 
examine the liberal assault on freedom of 
speech and the rule of law. 


OFFICIAL ABOUT-TURN 


Until recent times, the British Consti- 
tution, although unwritten, ensured that 


British citizens could express their opinions 


without hindrance provided that what they 
said wasn’t treasonable, libellous, obscene or 
blasphemous. How things have changed! 
Today, thanks largely to the anti-British and 
perverted outlook of liberals, the ‘official 
attitude towards freedom of speech has done 
a complete about-turn. Treasonable views 
can be uttered with impunity; Republicans 
openly advocate the abolition of the 
Monarchy; Anarchists are allowed to preach 
violence; the supporters of terrorist groups 


like the IRA are permitted to raise money. 


and hold public demonstrations with little or 
no attempt by the authorities to prevent 
them doing so; Communists and others 
determined to overthrow «the State by 
industrial dislocation and even bloody revo- 
lution are left free to go about their evil 
business; while homosexuals, not content 
with being allowed to indulge in their dis- 
gusting predilections as a result of permissive 
legislation enacted by Parliament, actively 
encourage others to do the same, and are 
officially encouraged in their waywardness 
by being granted time to air their views on 
TV and other organs of the media — a 


privilege, be it. noted, that is not given to 
Nationalists! 

While the outrageous and anti-social 
views mentioned have, not surprisingly, 
become ever more widespread as a conse- 
quence of the soft attitude of officialdom 
towards them, there is, as we have already 
mentioned, one group of people whose views 
the liberals are determined to suppress: 


namely the Racial-Nationalists. Although 


these people are patriots who seek to have 
their ideas accepted by constitutional 
means, and despite the fact that they abhor 
the vices and lowering of moral and social 
standards which are the very essence of 
liberalism, they alone are denied freedom 
of speech. 

Whereas traitors, perverts, terrorists, 
criminals and the like are given every oppor- 
tunity to express their ideas on TV and 
radio, in the newspapers, in public halls, via 
newsagents and public libraries etc., Racial- 
Nationalists are denied the use of such 
facilities wherever and whenever liberals are 


able to prevent them obtaining access to 


them. If liberals genuinely believe in freedom 
of speech, they should actively campaign on 
behalf of those who are denied the right to 
express their views, however much they 
personally disapprove of those views. 

Not only do liberals seek to prevent the 
dissemination of Racial-Nationalist views by 
persuading those in a position to do so to 
suppress such views, they are not too 
squeamish to support the use of violence to 
intimidate those who are intrepid enough to 
propagate Racial-Nationalist opinions. This 
is in the true tradition of liberalism exem- 
plified by Mr. Jeremy Thorpe, who had a 
dog shot in an attempt to frighten a fellow 
homosexual who was threatening to reveal 
the truth about him. Many of the organis- 
ations which use violence to break up or 
prevent Nationalist meetings and rallies have 
the tacit and sometimes active support of 
those who call themselves liberals. By giving 
such support they betray the very ideals 
which they claim to hold so dear. 

When it comes to the rule of law, liberals 
are no less hypocritical. The very term “‘rule 
of law”? implies that, without exception, 


everyone is equal before the law. Until 


recently this was the case, but today it can 
plainly be seen that the influx of large 
numbers of coloured immigrants, combined 
with the do-gooding concern of liberals for 
foreigners rather thart for their own kith and 
kin, has undermined even that bastion of the 
British Constitution. Today legislation is 


enacted, like the laws which permit Moslems: 
to have four wives and Sikh motorcyclists to 
wear turbans instead of crash helmets, that 
specifically creates classes of people who are 
exempt from laws applied to the rest of the 
population. But even where laws are not so 
blatantly discriminatory, the law discrim- 
inates ‘positively’ in favour of ‘ethnic 
minorities’ in a variety of ways. 


‘GO-EASY’ POLICY 


It is well known that in some areas of 
Britain the police have been told to ‘go easy’ ` 
on coloured criminals for fear that they may 
riot. When coloured offenders do come 
before the courts, even on the most serious 
charges, they are frequently treated far more 
leniently than white offenders facing similar 
charges would be. And coloured offenders 
who are sentenced and convicted stand a 
very good chance of being released on appeal 
or on some technicality, as happened in the: 
case of the black murderer Newton Rose. 

This state of affairs is undoubtedly 
undermining the rule of law and it is the 
direct consequence of pressure exerted by 
liberals. When an Asian is freed after having 
served only 25 days in prison for twice 
raping a six-year-old girl, while white skin- 
heads get 18 months in gaol for stealing 
television sets, something is obviously wrong. 
What is wrong is that liberals are far more 
concerned with the welfare of the wrongdoer 
than the wronged, especially if the wrong- 
doer is coloured. Liberals claim to be con- 
cerned with the rights of the individual; but 
aren’t the rights of the poor little raped girl 
of far more importance than the rights of 
the Asian rapist? They have no reply to such 
a line of questioning — or, at least, they are 
unable to produce an honest answer. Being 
unable to give a forthright and honest answer 
to a perfectly straightforward question is 
symptomatic of the liberal dilemma. 

Liberals cannot have it both ways: 
either they support freedom of speech and 
the rule of law or they do not. If they wish 
to resolve their dilemma they must decide 
where they stand. If they continue to con- 
done the denial of the freedom of speech to 
one section of society, and if they continue 
to undermine the rule of law by accepting 
that some people are more equal before the 
law than others, they betray their own ideals 
and are seen for what they truly are — hum- 
bugs. As it is, their failure to uphold these 
two pillars of the democratic system is 
turning democtacy into a sham. 
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New recordings 
now available! 


BNP Recordings are pleased to announce 
two new cassettes which will be available 
from early in the new year. These are:— 


RALLY ’82 


This recording features speeches made at 
the British National Party rally in London on 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’. 

On side 1 of the cassette are recordings 
of the speeches by Charles Parker and Ray 
Hill; on side 2 is the closing speech by John 
Tyndall. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (II) 


This cassette features the 4th and Sth of 
a series of specially recorded talks by John 
Tyndall, made in a studio employing Hi-Fi 
equipment. The talks are:— 

Side 1: The case for nationalism. In this 
talk the BNP leader demolishes the. most 
frequently used arguments employed in 
opposition to the nationalist idea and: urges 
that that idea is now essential to Britain’s 
survival. 


Side 2: Tragedy of the 20th Century. In . 


this recording Tyndall speaks of World War II 
and its ruinous consequences for Britain and 
the West. - 

Both these talks provide ideal instruc- 
tional material for educating young people in 
nationalism. 


We also remind everyone of two othér 
recordings still available which have proved 
very popular. These are: — 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1 of this cassette features recordings 
of parts of the speeches made at the Nationalist 
Unity rally in London on September 5th 
1981. Hear John Tyndall, Ray Hill, Kenneth 

-McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 

Side 2 consists of the third of the series 
of specially recorded talks by John Tyndall 
entitled The coming British revolution. In this 
talk Tyndall exposes the fraud of the political 
system masquerading as ‘democracy’ and 
outlines vital changes needed to raise the level 
of British political leadership. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (I) 


The first two recorded talks of a series” 


by the BNP leader. These are:— 

Side 1: Our Anglo-Saxon heritage. This 
talk is about the great world-wide heritage of 
the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples and calls for 
their unity. 

Side 2: Britain’s economic crisis. Tyndall 
speaks about the breakdown of the British 
economy over a long period and calls for a 
new economic policy based on economic 
nationalism. 


Cassettes now cost £3.50 each — plus 
16%p for postage. All orders should be sent 
to: BNP Recordings, Box 115, Hove, E. 
Sussex BN3 3SB. 


“Racial Elements of European History” 
- by Prof. Guenther details thefive races of 


Europe and analyses the decline of the — 


Nordic race. 300 pages, profusely illus- 
trated. £5.50 post free from “Folk and 
Race”, BCM-Thule, London WC1V 6XX. 
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Leicester BNP win further victory 
over local council 


LEICESTER British National Party won an 
important moral victory over the Leicester- 
shire County Council last month when it 
obtained a court award of £95 costs arising 
from out of an action against the Council 
for breach of contract and in pursuit of an 
injunction in connection with the booking 
of Council premises for a party meeting in 
November. 

The branch had obtained a booking of 
a room at Burleigh College, Loughborough, 
for the purposes of the meeting. The Coun- 
cil, which owns the premises, then instruc- 
ted the College to cancel the booking, 
which it attempted to do. On behalf of 


the branch Ray Hill then sought a court 
injunction and action for breach of contract 


Anti IRA demo 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY activists staged 
a hostile counter-demonstration in Leeds on 
January 30 against a march organised by 
Sinn Fein, the political wing of the IRA, 
through the city. 

No national mobilisation was made for 
the event and the majority of those present 


' came from the Yorkshire area, with some 


limited assistance from other parts of the 
North, together with a contingent from 
London. Nevertheless, about 100 were 
present and gave the IRA sympathisers the 
bird as they arrogantly paraded through the 
city. 

There is something extraordinary in the: 
fact that supporters of the IRA are able to 
march in Britain while patriots are banned. 


Read NEW FRONTIER 


Voice of British Nationalism 


You can obtain single copies of New Frontier — 
by paying a subscription of £3.40 for 12 
issues (for subscribers in the British Isles). 
For subscribers overseas the rate is £4.00 ~ 
12 issues (surface mail). 

if you wish to obtain New Frontier in- 
bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 32p post 
25 copies £2.70 + 94p post 
50 copies £4.80 +£1.57 post 
106 copies £8.40 + £1.90 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.10 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.25 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £2.55 post 
400 copies £26.40'+ £2.80 post 
500 copies £32.0Q ) Bulk rates — 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by roadline 


All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to New Frontier, PO Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. Please keep orders 
and enquiries for New Frontier. totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


against the Council, and was successful. 
The meeting took place and the affair won 
great local publicity. 

The £95 award for costs was obtained 
later. Though the sum involved is not 
huge, the resulting publicity was again 
valuable to the party. 

Mr. Hill is now seeking to have the 
District Auditor use his power to surcharge 
individual councillors for the £95 rather 
than have the bill met by local ratepayers. 
He also intends to seek an injunction against 
the Council challenging its policy of not 
letting Council premises to Nationalist (in 
the language of the Council ‘racist’) organ- 
isations. This action could be crucial in 
the battle for free speech for Nationalists.’ 


APOLOGIES 


We apologise to our readers for the late- 
ness of appearance of our January issue, and 
for the later than usual appearance of this 
issue. The January number was late on 
account of hold-ups during the Xmas and 
New: Year holiday period, which affected 
our typesetting, printing and print-finish- 
ing. The February issue has been timed 
deliberately so as not to appear too soon 
after the January issue. We hope to have 
the March issue out at the very beginning 
of the month, as is normal. 

We extend our regrets because these 
delays have involved a departure from our 
customary standards of regularity — though 
at worst these standards are still far above 
those of other Nationalist (or pseudo- Nat- 
ionalist) publications in Britain. 


The Thunderbolt — action newspaper of the 


National States Rights Party, P.O. Box 1211 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. Senda 
£5 note for one year’s subscription. 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- 
ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


FOCUS ON THE BRANCHES 


Gateshead's fine record 


This month Spearhead salutes the Gates- 


head branch of the British National Party, — 
which is the party’s main standard-bearer 
in the North East of England. For some 
time now the_ Gateshead unit has kept up 
high standards of which the party can be 
proud, and it is in many respects a fine 
example to other branches. 

When the New National Front was 
launched in June 1980 a meeting of North 
Eastern Nationalists was held in the town 
and the decision was made to give the NNF 
wholehearted support. Although local 
members came from a number of areas 
around Tyneside, Gateshead, which lies 
just over the river from Newcastle, was the 
main centre of party strength, and the 
branch has continued to bear its name. 

The Gateshead NNF branch became the 
Gateshead BNP branch when the New Nat- 
ional Front merged with other groups to 
form the British National Party last year. 

‘Gateshead has never been one of the 


party s largest branches, and as most people 


know it exists in an area of high unemploy- 
ment where the level prosperity is a good 
deal below that of many other parts of the 
country. Also most members of the branch 
come from those sections of society most 
badly hit by local economic conditions. 


FUND-RAISING ACHIEVEMENT | 


For these reasons, the fund-raising ach- 
ievements of the branch are worthy of the 
highest praise, and are proof to other and 
better favoured branches of what can be 
done in the money field by people with the 
right and positive approach. During 1982 
the branch raised over £600 in donations. 
£120 of this was given in 12 monthly don- 
ations of £10 to Spearhead — a gesture 
which we have enormously appreciated. 

In addition to this, the branch has 
taken the initiative during 1982 to produce 
an excellent range of attractively printed 
propaganda stickers, some of which have 
been donated to the party free and others of 
which have been made available at very 
reasonable prices. These stickers have 
enriched the party’s stock of publicity mat- 
erial and have helped to take the pressure 
off Headquarters, which is often hard 


pressed to meet the constant hunger of party 


units for new propaganda aids. 

During the last year the branch has 
taken the initiative to organise a number 
of local activities aside from the standard 
weekly leafletting and paper sales. It has 


been very active, for instance, in combat- 
ting the vociferous Nuclear Disarmament 
campaign on Tyneside. It has also done a 
great deal to expose to local peeple the 


sinister far left nature of the ‘Days of Hope’ 


bookshop, a thoroughly subversive project 
which has been at pains to conceal its true 


identity behind a smokescreen of ‘liberal’, 


do-gooder propaganda. 

Gateshead branch has continued every 
month to observe the drill of regular branch 
meetings. In recent times both National 
Organiser Charles Parker and party Leader 
John Tyndall have been guests at these 
meetings and have beeii impressed by the 
quality of people present and the spirit of 
enthusiasm prevailing. The meetings have 
also been a major factor in the branch’s 
high fund-raising achievements. 

_ The branch keeps members and others 
(including HQ) in touch with what is hap- 
pening month-to-month by publication of 
the North East and Regional News Bulletin, 
which is always lively and interesting. 

A great deal of the credit for the high 
standards achieved by Gateshead branch 
must go to the local Organiser, George 
Bainbridge, a truly dedicated Nationalist 


t 


who has put in a very large volume of act- 


ive work. Also very active has been Gor- 


/SPEARHEAD FUND 


don Stridiron, a dedicated Nationalist over. | 
many years. 

In 1983 the Gateshead branch aims at 
spreading the organisation of the party to 
other parts of the North Eastern region, in 
particular Newcastle, South Shields, Sun- 
derland, Hartlepool and Darlington, where 
there are embryo units taking shape which 
we hope soon may grow into properly con- 
stituted branches. 

One of the Gateshead branch's most 
urgent needs in this respect is a source of 
transport, which will facilitate the travell- 
ing of activists outside the immediate vic- 
inity, whether this be to other parts of the 
North East or further afield. Perhaps some 
supporter in the North East will come up © 
with a donation which will make possible 
the purchase of a second-hand (but not too 
old) minibus. Apparently, the branch is 
also short of drivers. If more of these can ` 
be found, it will be able to double the eff- 
ectiveness of its performance -- a perform- 
ance which in 1982 has been impressive 
enough. © 

For those readers interested in helping 
Gateshead BNP, the branch can be contac- 
ted at 53 Greencroft Towers, Felling, 
Gateshead 10, Tyne and Wear (Tel. 
692197). 


Spearhead, in this difficult period for British Nationalism, has oaly . 
been kept alive by the loyalty of its most steadfast readers and by the 


generosity of particular supporters who have made sacrifices from out of | 
-their own pockets to help us continue in print. 
Many former readers have felt unable to renew their subscriptions 


because of unemployment and the consequent need for financial economies. — 
We have also had to sustain considerable losses in bulk sales as a result of : 
the present division among British Nationalist groups. 

These factors have made us all the more dependent upon the donations | 
we can obtain from our small circle of committed loyalists. We can only — 
ask that those in this circle maintain their contributions in the coming 


-months and that others who have not previously donated beyond paying 


the bare price of their copies now try to do so. This is essential if we are 
to continue in publication. 

We remind all those making finéhoial donations that it is not our custom 
to send receipts automatically except far sums of £10 or over. This is in order 
to save the time of our office staff and economise on postage. If, however, 
any donor of iess than £10 should desire confirmation that their donation 


-has been received, would they please enclose an S.A.E. with the donation. 


Ali contributions should be sent to Spearhead, 52 Westbourne Villas, 
Hove, Sussex. _ 
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SEXUALITY IN A SICK 
SOCIETY 


(Contd. from page 12) 


than a typical symptom of the 
sexual malaise of the West, and it is 
fully as much a symptom of the 
decay of the West's sense of racial 
pride.‘ But it is a grim reminder to 


us of the inextricable interdepen- 
dence of the sexual and racial issues: - 


Unless a healthy relationship be- 
tween the sexes is reestablished in 
the West, the White race certainly 
will not survive. 

This is not the first time in the 
history of the race that a sexual 
crisis has been tied to a racial crisis. 
The Bhagavad-Gita warned some 
2,000 years ago: “Out of the 
corruption of women proceeds the 
confusion of races; out of the 
confusion of races, the loss of 
memory; out of the loss of memory, 
the loss of understanding; and out 
of this, all evil.” 5 

The ‘same connection can be 
recognized in Roman history. The 
contemporary Swiss writer Amaury 
de-Riencourt has noted: °® 


Roman women unwittingly wrecked 
with their own hands their feminine 
strongholds within a patriarchal soci- 
ety; from the proud, dignified and 
influential mothers they had been in 
early republican times, they became 
despisers of their prime biological 
function in imperial times and began 
competing with men on men’s terms. In 
this, they were unsuccessful. They made 
no significant contribution to whatever 
Roman culture there was; and by failing 
to reestablish respect for specifically 
female values, they made their contribu- 


tion to the corruption of Roman life 
under the imperial sway of the Caesars 
— without ever achieving any direct 
share in political power. | 


DIFFICULT PROBLEM 


The problem confronting Western 
men and women today is an 
extraordinarily difficult one. The 
recent ruckus in the United States 
over the attempt to ratify the 
so-called “equal rights amendment” 
has focused attention on the organ- 
ized feminist movement as a factor 
in the breakdown of the relationship 
between the sexes, and it has tended 
to increase the polarization into two 
camps: those in the movement or in 
sympathy with it who, in the name 
of eliminating all “discrimination,” 
want to produce. a totally “unisex” 
society, in which there no longer 
will be men and women, but only 
“persons”; and those outside it who 
believe that the feminists themselves 
are solely responsible for bringing 
women out of the bedroom, the 
nursery, and the kitchen and either 
converting them into lesbians or 
planting the notion in their heads 
that they cannot find fulfillment 
except as the chairman of General 
Motors or the commanding officer 
of an aircraft carrier. 

Certainly there are pernicious 
elements in the feminist movement: 
not only the lesbians and the 
psychopathic man-haters, but also 
the Jews, who are never less than a 
third of the leadership of feminist 
organizations or of the editorial staff 
of feminist publications.” And 


there can be no doubt that the Jews 
fully understand the destructive 
effect on Gentile society that their 
wielding of the feminist movement 
is having. To them it is yet another 
weapon in their arsenal. 


There can be equally little doubt, 
however, that the feminist move-. 
ment today is as much an effect of 
the West's sexual-confusion as it is a 
cause: thus, the high proportion of 
feminists among the women who 
seek in Jamaica the sexuality they no 
longer can find in Europe or 
America. The sexual crisis, like 
many of our other social problems, 
has its roots in the transformation of 
White society which came with the 
Industrial Revolution and the transi- 
tion to an urban society; urbaniza- 
tion radically changed the tradition- 
al roles of both men and women. 


One can easily find even deeper 
roots, in the distortion of the pagan 
Germanic sexual ethos through the 
imposition of Christianity, with its 
Asiatic sexual notions, on northern 
Europe.‘ 


We cannot return to the past, 
however, even though it is essential 
that we understand it and that we 
have the fullest possible knowledge 
of our roots there. We must find 
new solutions to fit new conditions. 


But we must find them very soon, 
for the corruption of our women is 
proceeding more rapidly with each 
passing day, and at the same time 
more of our young males are 
growing into something less than 
men, while a blind rage is building 
in others. — O 
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